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(Fage 1 of orig.) 
s « a 
Nucrnberg, 24 June 1946, 
The Case of Eeldur v. SC.IRAC.-. 
Fi 
Baldur vy, SCHIRaCa, who at thet time wes Reich Youtan Leedor (Reichsjucond- 
ey a 


fuchrer) welcomed in 1936 the guests to the Olympic Games in Berlin wit? 


tae following 


words: 
"Youts throws ea bridge across ell frontiers cai sees!" 
I call to the Youth of the World end throvu-a tren, to Peece." 

And Baldur ve. SC=IRaCc, then Gauleiter of Vienna, s-id to <ITLER in 1940: 

"Vienna cannot be concusred with oeyonets, but Only with music." 
Those two sayings ere cherecteristic and snow whet kind of en is this 
defendent. It is the duty of the defense to examine tne evidence oroduced 
in this triel for the purpose of ascertaining whether the seid Baldur v. 
SCcIRaCs wio expressed his politicel progrenne by such utterances, really 
committed those crimes against law and humanity, with waich he is CAarsed oy 
the Prosecution. 

SCiIRACZ is the youngest defendant here. sae is also, of all the defendant 
the one wno was by fer the youngest on his joining tne Party, waich re 
did when he was not yet 18. Tuose facts are peraeps already of sore 
Significance for tue judging of his case. when still at school he 
entered the fold of the rising Nationel Socialism; te wes particularly 
attracted by the Socielist idee waich aad elreedy in his country school, 


escognized no differsnce between toe sons of fethers of differest cle 


and professions; tiose boys sround SCATRACE actually 


NU 
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in the popular movement of the 1920 s in Germany the promise of the 
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resurgence of our Fatherland from the aftermath of the lost Groat ‘ar, 
to a hnony future, and fete willed it that as carly es 1925 


SC: TRAGi came into personal contact with NITLER in Yeimer, Goctha's 


Old town. ITLEUR's personality maie a fascinating impression on youn. 
SO IRACT, -s he himsclf admitted; the proersm for the Racin 
Comounity (Volkssemeinschaft) which VI'LER had evolved at th t time 
mc with S “IPACT's hearty approvel, heeniase he thoucht he saw, re~ 
produced therein, on a full-size seslc, thet which he hid versonelly 
eypcrienced in » smnll wov i: the comrndeship of the c -untry school 
and in his Youth orerniz: tion, » him and his comredes TITLER 

a peared as the man who would open for the younger renerntion the 
rond into the future, from him this younger senerstion also rot 


its hope for a pos.ibility to work, its hope for a competency, its 


hope for a happy life. So the young man became a convinced Ietionn 


ry 
( 


yocinlist; he became one as a result of the cnvironment in which 
he hrd@d spent his youth, ond which offered a soil which was only 

too fertile for the rrowth of that ideolsy (" celtanschauuns") which 
young SCsINACH embraced, because at tht period he held it to be 


the richt ono. 


) . 4 acne . a rt <n , . . : 2 4 - . 2 " mee” he 
118 environment of his childhood and - biassoé. randine of political 


DOOKs, which the youns men devoured in his hunger for knowled e, 
mado of him, while still an inexperienced youth, also an anti- ite. 
It is true that he did not <come an anti-semite in the sense of 


thosc fanatics who ended in not recéiling with horror from acts 

violence and proeroms, nor in the s-nse of those fanstics wh 
“neliv created an Auschwitz and murdered millions of Jews, but 
of an anti-semite in th t mo’erate sense, who would merely restrict 
Jewish influence in the government of the st-te anf in cultural 
life, but for the rest would leave untouched the frecdon and 


richts of Jewish fellow-citizens, and who never thought of externinatin. 


the Jewish people, At least, th@t is the picture of FITLUR's 


an Bares 


anti-semitism which young SCTIRACT drew for himsclf durin: 4) 


+03 


OF. OSe Vt ATS. 
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That this wes really SCHIRACH's opiniaiis elso substantiated 
by the decleretion which SCHIRACH rade hero in the morning of 
2% Mey 1946, and in which he described without reservetion the crimos 
committed by Hitler es a spot cf shame in our history, as a crimo 
which fills every Gorman with shemes; thet declaretion 4in which he 
openly oxm>ressos that Auschwita wes bound to be tho ond of oach and 
ovory reciel policy end anti-~Somitism. This docleretion cemo from 
the deepest snot in the hoart of the defendant SCHIRACHs it wes tho 
rosult of the terrible disclosuros which those triels hevo brought 
him @lso, end SCHIRACH hes civen théis cocleretion horo beforo tho 
broadest public, in order to bring beck tho Gorman youth from a 


wrong road t: the road to tho road of justico ani tolorenco, 


Lot us now rogerd tho morn imrortent eccuseticns which havo boon 
reaisod against SCHIRACH, and tho major results which tho oviconco 


hes shown in the individual points$ 


le Tho defendant SCHIRACH is first of e&11 accusod that BOFORE tho 
scizure of powor, thorofore before tho yoer 1933, he ACTIVELY 
FURTHERED tre Net+4-releSoclalist Party end the youth-organization 
linked with it, and thet he hed thereby contributed thet tho FARTY. 


OME INTO FOWERs; he had beon, as is stated in the Trial Briof, 





could 
» close -nd subordin te follower of HITIURs he hed stood in blind 


loy-1lty to HITLER snd the latter's Nati nel Soci: list world of thinking; 


- 0004 


and he hd, os leeder of tho stucent—-loague, led tho students idoologically 


end politict lly to Netions1 Socialism -nd@ won thom for it," 
All this is not denied by SCHIRACH in «ny mannor? Ho has done what 
he is being accused of in this rosnects; this ho confesses oponly, and 
for this ho n@turally holds himsclf responsible todey -lsoe Tho 

aS 
Only thing which he denies for this/also tho Lator timo tho more 
omphati@ally is the eccusation thet he hed perticipstod in eae OOWNSrIRACY. 


According to SCHIRACH's opinion, tho Puchrer-principlo and dictetorship 


in thoir cher’ cter *nd thoir thoory aro absolutoly incompstiblo with 


tho idos 
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of a conspiracy, «nd a conspirecy appears to iin es a logicel impossibility 
if many willions of neubers are to be included in it, and its existence 

and aims lie exposed before the comtty in question as well as the foreign 
covntries. We furtnermore know from the results of these trials tiast 


rITLER aside froi BORMANN end aIMMLER, did not have eny friend, any 


C 


advisor, with whom he expressed nimself es to his plans end eins 


rataer drove the Fuehrer-principle to tee furtaest extremes: he took xo 





cognizance of any acvisory meetings end discvrssious, but reached his 


” 


Cecis‘ons solely by himself, without evon listening to only the ovoinion 
of his closest surrowundiness; wit. aim tnusrc were only orders on his 
art and unconditional obedivncs o1 tue other side. That is now the 


"conspiracy" ectuelly loo'scd end all of us wao heve lived throuzh these 


trials would never feve considered tais nost radicel increese of the 


fx j 


ueurer-principvle possiodle, aad not ALL defendants end ALD witnesses wo 


S.0wn the seme picture to us again and egain. 
SC .izaCn new is not denying at all thet already in ais very early 
years oo cane coupletely under tae influence of sITLER; that he had 


placed aitself wita hie whcele young personelity in the service of tis 


v 


idea; ard that at the tine, as is steted in the indictuent, he was devoted 
Co SITTER with unronditionel loyalty. 

if Ghia was a or.me of young SCxIRaCh, a crime. waich millions of older, 
more experlerced, usture Cernens heve counmitted wita sin, then you as judges 
mney condenn him for this; if our taw code furnishes a legal besis for it. 
Pais then would be a further disappointment in edditon to tne many otuers 
whicri ne has clready experienced for yeers: SCaIRACH lmows todey thet 
we er even loyal support unto the end to a man who did not deserve tris, 


auc. no also knows today tnet tne idees for which he was entiausiastie in 


hte worrge years and for which he sacrificed hinge 
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self led in practice to aims, which he himself had never thought of, 
But also the SCHIRACH of today, cleansed by mahy experiences, cannot 
see any criminel act in thet activity of his younger years carried 
out in good fith, which he developed for HITIER and the latter!s 
party. Because the Party, at that time, appeared quite legal to 
young SCHIR»CH, SCHIRACH never had any doubt that it also came 
into power by legal means, The seizure of power by the Party, 
the appointinent of HITLER as Reich Chancellor by Reich President 
von HINDENBURG, and winning the majority of the people through the 
Party in repeated elections confirmed young SCHIRACH again and 

again the legality of the movement, If today he is to be punished, 
because he acknowledged this game HITLER 2s his Fuehrer whom millions 
of Germans and all states of the world have recognized as legal head 

ZY the stcte, so SCHIR.ACH could never acknowledge such a decision as 
being just. In svite of the severe juden ent ; which he himsclf has 
pronounced in this Court Room about HITIER, he would feel himself 

as a victim of his POLITICAL CONVICTIONS, if he were to be sentenced 
because as 2 young, enthusiastic man he had joined the National- 
Socialist Party and collaborated in its construction and seizure 

of power, At the time he did not recognize that as a crime, but 

from his standpoint he considered it as his patriotic duty 
2, The second, far more important accusation which has been raised 
against the defendant v,. SCHIRACH goes to the effect that he, as 
Reich Youth Leacer in the years 1932-1910, in order to cite the 
accusstion word by word, "poisoned the world of thought of the youth 
with the Nazi-ideology, and especially troined it for AGGRESSIVE WAR," 


SCHIRaCH has always refuted this claim with a11 decisiveness, and these 


elaoims have not been substanticted either, by the results of the 
evidence. 
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the lew on the Hitler Youth of 1936 deseribed SCHIRACH's task as 
Keich Youth Leeder "to educete the youth outside of the percntal 
home end outside of the school paysicelly, intellectually and 
morelly for service to.the people and to the commmity of the 
people, in the spirit of National Socialism throuch the Hitler 
Youth Movenent end its leader, the defendant v. SCHIRACH," This 
prograz is belns rencated word for word in the enactment decree 
of 1939, which came ovt so lete because SCHINACH did not intend 


to introduce compulsory membership witil the movenent would 


a. 








practically include the cnatire German youth on the besis of 
voluntary mexbership so that future joinins vy compulsion would 
exist on peper cniy. 

The Hitler Youth provram as it is forrulrted by SCHTRACH in his 
speccics and parmrhlets does not contain a sinzle word which would 
indicate a military education *f youth, much less an education for 


BeeresslVa Warere, Sut even in practice the cducetion of youth 


Ay 


~* ~] os _ de px A TTT hat ™ LY $ ~ ot ws . wre ° > 7 g 4 ; 
according to SCHTRACH's ideas in no wey cives evicence of a nilitary 


7 
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aa. Gs : _ _ ~ ds ‘ ~ i i a . a 4. . ~ ~- 7 
ecucation of Germen youth fer such a purocse. In that resvect tho 
eee ee % Bs cam ie a te : | ae = W an A 7 — ‘ —— . 4 - ia 
point was stressed thet the Hitler Youth wos sreerized in various 


WSattelions end divisious"; that is cerroci ALt~RowEehn the cesignations 
listed by the prosecution are not correct end clivouzh they do not 


have the least bit in commen with militery fornacions. Sut, in the 
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wery youth movement the world cver wills show a 
. , * . 
FL1CAtion nt? smeliscr or larger units: eech of thesc unite 


noturealiy nevis = neme also. and it must 21s. heve ev responsible 
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leader, and sinilar to other countries, 
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pr: cticcs iil i Opeten COUNTPLSS obliulinalil KNOWS at Ore cign you Nn 
a _ reer de a — =~ - C te - - a | —_ ri “ ter 5 o : ' Trea: ‘a “ , 
orgsnizavions in Switzerland os well as in France, in England as 
ad J ~} ee om | 5 ' “ ee | 5 OS } « an r\x7'* 1-5 ey ” vere 7 o > CP 1 
woll ss in america, in Czechoslovakia as well as in Yugoslavia, 
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re + - 8 oe he hy 
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fens 4 pene © eh » akan oe Te . Vans Sa pe a a ee, - > : 
\PLobSsrestutaen' whicn are nowhere in the world considered as a 
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- . “ ' ’ y ie , ’ . ll 
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7 " = sav Aen aAy F nad ‘ Pa zd - osm A = -} \ - 
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without refutbatior 


however, ¥ 


nono ans 


> this very 


+} 
Vil 


reason he developed differences of opinion with this technicel 
adviser ond so finolily parted from Dr. STELIRECHT because h » (SCHIRACH) 


rejected any development which might perhaps hcve led to a military 
training of the youth, However, this Dr. STELLRECHT also, who was 


br« 


ught 
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forward by the prosecution as a witness against SCHIRACH , (paze 10 199 

has nevertheless also admitted for — his part "that not a sinzle boy 

in Germany was trained in handling weapone of war" and that "not one boy 

given a militery weapon". Of further importance for consideration 

of these questions is the fact that SCHIRACH as a mtter of principle 

refused to permit the youth to be trained by active officers om former 

officers, .. because he considered thece persons entirely unsuitable 

to educate the youth in that spirit which he envisioned as the zoal 

of his. activity. Moreover, ncither SCHIRACH nor any of his closer associates, 
same 

were officers before the war and the/nolds true for the cverwhelninz 

majority of the hich or loweranking HJ leaders subordinate to hin, 

All these facts 2re firmly established throuzh the testimony of the 
defendant SCHIRACH himself and throuzh depositions made by the witnesses 
LiUTERBACHER, Gustav HOEPKEN and Meria HOEPKEN during their examiniutione 
For a number of years these witnesses were SCHIRACH's closest assistants 
they are thorouzhly familiar with his views and principles and they have 
unanimously confirmed that it is entirely out of the question to speak of 
a militory,or even a preenilitary, training of the HITLER Jugonde 

It has also been repeatedly emphasized in rebuttal thet the HITLER 
Youth wore a uniform,..That is correct, but it proves nothinge For the 
youth orzenizations of other countries, too, are accustomed to werr a 
eémrion costume, some sort of a uniform, without anybedy for this: reason 
terminzg then militery or senienilitary corporations, and SCHIRACH and 
several of his associctes have informed me that in many democratic 


countries which ecrtainly do not contemplate war, uch less a yar of 





avcression, the male youth is bein; trained in handling actual military 
weapons and that every year contests are held in shooting with nilitary 
rifles, 

But why was it that SCHIRACH introduced a uniform for the HITLER 


Youth, and indeed not only for the boys but also for the girids? ‘ie have 


heard the answer to this from several witnesses: 
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SC..IRaAC~ saw in the uniform of the ooys snd in tne unifor.. costun of the gir. 
the "dress of socialisii"’, the "dress of courcdesinip". he cuild of the 
rich industrialist wes to wear the ssiie clothes, =s tne caild of the 
miner, the son of tne willionaire the s-uwe as the son of en unemployed. 
The -unifori of the -~ITLER Youth wes to be as SC-IRaC.. alreedy wrote in 
1934 in nis book "The .ITLER Youth", "the expression of an attitude, which 
did not ask for class end property, but only for effort end achieveent", 
Lhe uniform of the -ITLER Youth was for SC-IRaCn, *«s expressed further 
in this saise pook of nis "not the sign of any militerisi, but tare enodlen 
of the ides of the zITLER Youth,namely the idea of the classless community", 
in the spirit of the election slogen which he grve the fouth in 19335: 
"Througn Socialism to the netion". SC-IRaAC~ always reuained faitaful 
to this principle. This ne wrote in the official publicetion of the 

TILER Youth 1937 (Doc. book von SC IRAC-, pege 35): "The unifori is not 
the exoression of a mertiel attituce, but the dress of 
extinguishes cless difference and again uekes the child of the ist 


insignificant worker socially a 


i?) 
oO 


epteble todey; the young generation 
in our new Germiany must be united in an indissoluble coisunity”. 
SC-TRAC- ned tais couradeship end this socialisn in wind when se 
described in 1964 in ais book " The nAITLER Youta", now ne liuegined 
this socialisn: "Socialism does not iiean to take the fruits of ais work 
eway from someone, in order to give everybody souetning produced by 
the work of another. Sveryone is to work, but everyone is elso to 
hervest the fruits of nis work. It is also not to be tnat one person 
snuould get rich, wiile thousends of dOtuners must suffer went beceuse of 
Hine whoever exploits his work cnd spoliates the community in order to 
fill sis cash box, is en eneny of the German people". (Doc. book von 


SO.IRaACi No. 55 pege 98). 


SO-TRaC= has pointed out again and again in nis numerous writings, 


} 


articles and speecies, wnaich heve been collected in tae document book and 


heve been suomitted to the Tribunal, that he did not desire any 


'oseucdo-militery exercise" 
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which would only spil the joy of the Youth in the movepent." 
(Tor instance, Doc. book B, v. SC’.IRAC, pare 102,) The training 
of the boys in smnll caliber shooting went hand in hand with the 
training in all sports activities and corplicd with the inclina- 
tion of the male youth, which surely favors in all _stites tho 
shooting sport with particulor interest. But this training had 
to be decreased very much in volume and importance in favor of 


the ereater nims, which SC “IRACH pursued in the “‘itler Youth and 


nbout which the examined witnesses sive °s clesr 1 testimony is 


Ky 


the writings ond specches of von SC 'ITACK. These ains of the “itle 
Youth eduction are to he explained here bricfly, as they ove 


bem proven by the presentation of evidence; SCIRACH is naturally 


* 


not beins chorgeed with these other aims of the Titler Youth 
educetion, but one must consider them neverthcless if one is to 
obtain a total picture of his activity and of his plane. 

&: sides the elready mentioned education of the youth for com 
rondeship, for sotialism in the sense of overcoming class distinc- 


tion, SCHIRACH had, as he explained here, primerily 4 aims in minds 


first the training jn sports of the youth in the most voricd 





types of sports snd in connection with it the hycienic care of the 
youth; this branch of the cducation of the vouth took up 9 very 
large part of the training of the “Witler Youth, and if the Gorman 
youth obtained sach unexpectedly grent success at the Clyrpic Ganes 
in 1936, it was to a certain degree due to the activity of the 
leacership of the ~“itler Youth in cooperation with the sports londer 
of the Reich v,. TSCHAVMMER -— OST, 


A 


A further aim was the further professional training and advance- 
ment of the working youth snd the improvement of the position 
of adolescents in the youth laws, particularly »bv prohibition of nif#ht- 


work, by increasing the fre: time, by granting of pnid vacations, by 


prohibition of child labor, by raising of protected age of adcolascents 


etc, the vocational advance training was promoted so strongly 


, 
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that finally over 1 million boys an? girls entered professional competition 

annually, and from year to year the average performance in each profession 

rose very considerably. 

& third primary aim was the advancenent of love of nature, far away from 

the slums of lerge cities, during hiking trips ana in youth hostels, inns, 

Thousands of youths homes and youth hostels were built in the course of these 

vears because of Shirach's initiative and namely by the own means of the 

Hitler Youth itself, to get the youth out of the larze cities with their 

tenztations ‘ and vices and return to rural life, tn show then the beauties 

the 

of the honecland@ and also to give a vacation to even/poorest child. 

But Shirach dedicated his greatest care to a fourth goal of the educa. tion 

of youth: namely the widerstantine with youth of other notions, and this 

activity especially is 4 particularly etitable: test for the question, whether 

one can accuse @efendant von Schirach to have taken nart in the vlamine 

of wors of ageression. Schirach has told us here on the witness stand, that 

again and again, in summer as in winter of every year, foreign youth groups 

vere the guests of the German youth and it is shown by the docwments in 

Von Schirach's document book for irsiance thet givready in the year 1936, 

no less than 200,000 forcign youths receive’ overnight lodgings in German 

youth hostelss vice versa; year after veax German youth dolegations went 

abroad, especially to Engiand and fvence 60 as ty enable youta to get atgurint— 
af 

ed and resmect one another, ‘those very entcsvours/thirach's; which would 

be absolutely incowratibie with the intention to prepare wars of aggression, 

received unlimited recognition beTore the war aoxoat eg well, in one 

of the special numbers of the Ritle: Youth mageutine in "Wirle und Macht" 

(Will and powes) of 1937, dedicated to this tas’ of understanding, which 

was also pubdlisnes in Yrenuh er4 woich fs quoted here only as an exanple, 


the French Fremier 


TO 
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Chautemps (see Doe, Book v, Shirach page 171) declared his willingness, ae 
chief of the Freneh government, to edvante the further development of these 
peaceful meetings. "I wish", he wrote, “that the young men of both nations 
could live every year side by side by the thousands and in this way learn 
to know, to understard and resbect cach other, And further: "Our two nations 
know, that an understanding between them would be one of the most veluabdle 
factors for world peace; therefore it is the duty of all those, on both 
sides of the frontier, who have a clear view and human feeling to work for 
the understanding and rapprochement of both nations. But no one could do it 
more sincerly and more enthusiastically than the leader of our beautiful 
youth, of the French and of the German youth, If they understood it to 
mite this youth, they would hold in their hands the future of Buropean 
and humen culture." Tho mayor of Versailles of that time wrote in the same 
spirit, ending his appeal in the monthly of the Hitler Youth with the words: 
"The education of youth in this spirit is one of the most important tasks 
of the politicians of both our contries." (Doc, Book v. Schirach, page 172), 
The French anbassador Francois Poncet recognized just as heartily Schirach's 
efforts in the same publication (Doe. Book Biv, Schirach, page 173) wmder 
the title "Youth as a Bridge" and concluded his lengthy article with the 
words: "French participation enriches German soil, German influence 
fertilizes Prench spirit.,,.,eecceeee May this exchange develov further, 
May elso the eencrations, wrich will benifit of it at one time, contribute 
to bring the two halves of Charlemagre's empire closer and to crente between 
them those relations of mutual resvect, harmony and of good comradeshin 
for which both nations are deeply longing, because their instinct tells 


them, thet the welfaro of European culture devends on it end because 
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they now very exactly, when they look into themselves that they 
have many more reasons to respect and admire each other than to 
hate each otrer." 
And Schirach himself answered in the mext issue of his monthly 
publication with an enthusiastic article, under the title: "Salute 
to France", In it he writes for instances: "The rapprocrement of our 
two people is a European task of such urgent necessity, that youth 
has no time to lose in order to work for its achievuent," Then further: 
"Youth is the best ambassador of the world, it is disinterested, 
frank and without the eternal distrust of which diplomats can frequent— 
ly not be cured because to a certain extent it is their professionel 
discase. However no propegandistic intentions may be hidden behind 
youth exchanze,..5...1 considor it now as ny task to bring about a 
conversation between Geruan and French youth. which must not be on the 
German side composed of nice statements fron me, but of many personal 
conversations of thousends of yvcung Germans with just as many young 
Ferenchnen....+...One must believe in youth, because it above all, can 
carry out a true wmderstanting.” And at the end Schirach reminds that 
&11 higher youth leaders of the German Hitler Youth shortly before 
expressed their respoct in the name of the young generation of Germany 
to the French unknown soldier by placing @ wreath undor the Are de 
Triomphe, and he concludes with the words: "The dead of the great war 
died while carrying ou% theli’ portriotic duty and nobly devoting them— 
selves to the ideal of libertv, but Germans as well as French were 
always full of respect for the gallant foe. If the deed respected 
themselves, then the living should try to shake hands, If the returned 
combat veterans of both nations could become comra‘es, why should the 
sons end ereandsons not become friends? 
These are the words of the some Baldur v. Schirech, whom the prosecution 
tries to brand as a deliberate partner in a Hitlerian conspiracy fr war! 
@ war criminal 
The prosecution wants to maxe/out of this untiring prophet of international 


understanding and of peace, who is charged with havine nilitarizged youth 


and prepared it hoAilv and nsvcholorcicallv for wars of agression,. 


NN 








(Page 14 


NNN 


of orig.) 


So fer,. the Prosccution has not boen able to furnish ovidenceo 


this cfifoctte. 


Tt + 
bed} 
dee dhe 


S10) 
wore usod »g@7-inst him in tho Trial Bricf; 
quantity of essnys on the mst vriricd pro 


his innumorable speoches, adcdressed to youth, 


Foal 


s 


his orders on 


a 


form; it must, howover, be concluded thet 


= 


constitutos his uttorsnces, not a singlo iten 


2 


a 


which he made instigations in favour > 


ageinst other countrics. The Prosecution has 


vbloms of Youth eduenti: 


RACH hes writton vwerious doctrinsl books for youth, which 


ho has published a 


. 


o 
4 


have beon published; 


instructions to youth ere avrilablo in . collocted 


mongst »11 this which 


is to be found in 


wor or orcechod attacks 


str tod in this vory 


connection (Page 2635 of the Transcript) that he has roforred to 
Lebensr-wi in his bool "The Vitler Youth" and Ly so doing adopted 
as his own an wirleasent slogen oF the Hitvlezite aggression policys 
this cloin is howcvor unjustified. for the whole book "The Hitlor 
Youth", docs not, sny more 4aepn ovory other snouch ond writing of 
SCHIRACH, contain this word et «ll. True, he hes roforred to 
"Hostern Spoce" (Ostreum) in two pleces in the seis. book "The 
Hitlor Youth", published in 1936, but he quite sbviously did not 


Ln any wy refer by this term to Pulish 9x Soviot-Russien territorios, 
but to the Eestern nrovinecs of the former Sorman Hipiro, thet is 


. | = r- a, a 7 ag rn — “. 1% OB, 
to torriturice wuick formoty helungat 


notoriously vor; 


u 


ta iniy Tr) rie tl ie COU end woll- At be 


for the oxcoss of vopulation. 


"9 
ad iA 


. to Gornany t wore 


as settlencnts 


itea 


Nowhore has SCHIRACE at any time up to the outbreak 9f the socond 


World 


£arcisy territories: neither hes he eve 


r utter 


idee thet he might wish Germany to conquer 


ona Te en” ie ae ra ye 
ed the odious slogens 


of Gernen "Master Reco" or "Bubhumenity" of other nations; ho has, 


on the contrary, elwoys opinod in fevour of the preservetion of peeee 


with the neighbouring Nations and 
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Always intervened in favour of the porccful settlement of any 

onflicts thet eropped up and of inevitable clashes of intercosts, 
Had HITLER posscssed but a fradtion of thelhve of peace which his 
Youth Leader prorched time and sgcin, thon porhaps this wer would 
have bconsparoed us Gormans and the whole world. 
4, Since the Prosecution could not provo to defondent v, SCHIRACH 
that ho over scrved HITLER's wer policy boeforo the War, hoe is now 

charged with having had vorio 1 relations with the 55 and SA, and 

ospecially to have drawn his young recruits from the Hitler Youth 
as woll as the SS and SA, as also the Leador Corpse (Fuchrerkorps) 
of the Party. This last fact is correct but proves nothihg as to 
SCHIRACH's attitude towards HITLEX's war policy and is equally 
pointless as regerds the question of his participation in a war 
conspiracy of HITLER's. For if 90 to 95% or more of German youth 
belonged to the Hitler Youth, then it was only natural that the 
Porty as woll as its formations should draw their young recruits 
fron yorr to yeer and to 9 growing extent from the Hitler Youth. 


Pr-ctically no other youth was available. If the Prosecution, 





however, refers to the agreement between the Youth Lendership and 
the Reichsfuechrung SS dated Oct. 1938 (see 2396 PS) concerning 
patrol service for the Hitler Youth, it cannot, by any means, draw 
any inference therefrom, for petrol service in the Hitler Youth 
was only an institution designed to control and supervise the 
discipline of the Hitler Youth members when they made 2 public 
appearance; this was thereforo a kind of corporative police operation 
carried out by the Hitler Youth against their own members and 
eines then alone. In order, however, to guard against dif- 
ficulties with the general police, an arrangement by AQereenent 
with the Reichsfuchrer SS HIMMLER was necessary becruse the latter 
was the Chief of the whole Police Organization in Germany and 
could have made difficulties for the institution of the patrol 


Servico. 
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his woe the \ Vey nt. ‘ do mary 9 O24 sass 8 a} 
This was the only object of the agreement of Uctober 1936, which 


in reality had just as Little to do with providing new blood for the 


* 


So, os with tac conduct of and the preparation for war, iilorcover, 


Lt can clearly be seen how inuch Gchirach rosisted any influence 


4. ? —_ er rae a4 P yo * 2 , _ _ % v “ Tr’ an a £ } a die  — “ tl. 7. wadle . 

bho Party wileut win over the Hitler youth from the fact thet in 
96 tea wer” 7 “ey of wr ne rdinet he 4. %a, }  : hn 

1936 he provesvea very snar; ly V5 CLASv 3 vi 1, tne education of the 


ate TP acute a Sree to Te » — ae ene oe . wees Liam whan o ’ e 
idtler Youth CUPL Une last two JCars, no ie ly LPon 16 to 18 JOuLSy 
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caken over by tne SA; he sharoly rejected this olan and throush a 
scrsonel visit to Hitler succecded in heaving the Fuchrer order in 
question not ci.rricd out in practice, as for his attitude toward 
the Sh, we know from the testimony of the witness Gustav Hoepken 
(Schirach Document Book No, 3, figure 5) that Schirach alvays feared 
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in Vienna there icd been appointed for him for the business of 
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sLehsstatthalter and Reich Defence Commissioner, a permancnt 
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(Di. Delbruesge), who, as Schirach knew, nd cirect connections with 
the releh leader Oh, that the same man who proposed to Hitler in 

L943 to have Gchirach imprisoned for defuntism and to have hin 

placed before the people's court, waich meant in practice that by 
Himmler's uring, ochireechswould be haned. (compare Mo. 155 and 

156 of tho trenscerint). Thess facts alone already »rove what was 

tuc real rolation between defendant v. Schirach and the 39 and it 

is then comprehensible why Schirach finally refused even the "Protection" 
by the police force appointed to him and referred to transfer his 


sersonal provection to a unit of the Vehrmecht which Aid not under 


stond the order of Himmler fco ve affidavit u:aria Hocpken firure 


5 inv. Schirach vDocuacnt book No, 3). 
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o. The defendant v. SCHIRACH!s attitude with reference to the 
Church question, included in the Indictment, is also in keeping 
with his portreit as depicted by the deteils so fer given. This 
issue is, in fact, given a minor part in the Indictment, but 

turns out nevertheless to be of considerable importance for the 
Judgement of SCHIRACH's human personality. 

SCHIRACH himself, as well as his wife, alweys remained in the boson 
of the Church. To the foreien ctttic this circumstance May perheps 
appear an unimportant detail, but we Germans know the amount of 
pressure exercised upon renking Farty officials precisely in such 
hatters, and how few, in this position, ventured to resist such 
pressure. SCHIRACH was one of those few. Ho was thet high-ranking 
Perty Leeder who constantly and invariably stepped in with extreme 
severity when he learnt of Losiitle interference and outreges agsinst 
the Church on the part of the Hitler Youth. Ho hes indeed been 
reproached the fact thet verious songs were sung by the Hitlor Youth, 
which contained outrageous remarks sbout religious institutions, 

but in this respect SCHIRACH could with » good conscience, confairn 
his oath (Pages 19210 et sec. of the Session Transcript) to the 
effect thet he was to » certain extont uneware of these songs, 

which is cntirely conceiveble where an orgenization of 7 or 8 nillion 
members is involved, end moreovor that certain songs, now considered 
objectionable, date back to the Middle Agos snd have figured in 


the Song-book of the "Wendervogel", a former Youth orgenization 


which the Prosecution surely does not propose to condemn. SCHIRACH has, 


however, espectally pointed out thet in tho years 1933-1936, severel 
million youths from an entirely different spirituel environment joined 
the Hitler Youth ( seo Pace :4°7C of Session Transcript), end that 

in the first revolutionary years, that is, in the period of storm 

and stress of the movement, 1+ was quite impossible to hear of and 


prevont outrages of this sort, 


Whenever SCHIRACH 
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heard of such thinzs he intervened and repressed abuses of this kind, 
which naturally represented only excesses on the part of isolated elements 
and cculd not commit the Youth orzanization as a whole .e 

It is SCHIRAGH's conviction that the examination of evidence leaves 
no doubt as to his conciliatory behaviour in the matter of the Church, 
and to the fact that he strove t> cotetlish a proper relation of mutual 
respect between the Church on the one hand and the 3ri Reich, and more 
especially the Reich Youth Leadership, on the other hand, 2nd to observe 
their respective rights and competences At his om request, SCHIRACH 
was invested by the Reich Minister of the Interior with the direction 
of the Concordat negotiations with the Catholie Church jn 1934, because 
he hoped, by his personal cooperation, to achieve an agreement with the 
Catholic Church nore ensily. He has honorably endeavoured to find, for 
the settlement of the Youth question, a formula upon which unanimity 
with the Catholic Church could be possiblee His moderation and 200d 
Will in this respect were then indeed frankly acknowledzcd by the ree 
presentatives of the Catholic Church. But it wes all ultimately frustrated 
by HITLER's opposition, and the complications created, particularly 
for these negotiations, by the events brouzht about on the 30 June 1934 
by the ROEHM putsche 

With the Protestant Church on the other hand, SCHIRACH achieved 
an azreement with the Reich Bishop Dr. MUELLER, so that the incorpor:tion of 
the aseten ent Youth associations in the HITLER Youth was not achieved 
by constraint but by mutual agreement,. and therefore not by the "breakihe 
up of these associations" by the State or Party as the Prosecution assumes, 


but upon the initiative of the Ecolesiastical head md in complete 


azreenent with hine 
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It must be Pointed cut here that it was always SCHIRACH's policy that 
on the part cf the youthleadership neidither then nor later restrictions 
were imposed on_church services for youth. On the contrary, as he 
himself has testified (page 10198 of the transcript) and as wes confirmed 
by the witness LAUTERBACHEK: (page 10324 of the transcript) SCHIRACh 
emphatically statcd in 1937 that he would leeve it to the churches tc 
educate the Youth acecrding to the spirit of their feith and at the 
same time he ordered that, as a principle, no HITLER Youth duty was tc 
be arrenzed on Sundays during the time cof church services; he save 
strict orders to the unit leaders of FITLER Youth thet oreenizaticnal 
duty was te interfere in nc way with Sunday church services. If how- 
ever in individual cases such interferences cecured Pnyhcw and, - as it 
was proven in the crossexamination, - religious authcritics made eor- 
plaints abcut this, then the defendent SCHINACH e=n net be blaimed 

for this ner does it alter the s20d intentions which he had. 

‘0% one single case could be proven when he incited acainst the 
church or had made anti-religious statements; on the contrary, at 
nucrous rallies, eontained in the ven SCHIRACHK document bool which 
has been presented tc the Tribunal, he not cnly revea ecly rejected 
the accusation thet the #ITLEK Youths wore onemies cf the church or 
atheists, but ho pesitively always inculcated the leaders and menbors 
of the KITLEx Youth with the ubligaticn tc fulfil their oblicetion 
toward God; he would not tolerate anyone in the youth who did not 
belivve in God; every true educator, would have to be at the same 
time an educator for religzicus feeling, it beine the basis for all 
educational activity; HITLER Ycuth duties and religious convictions 

4 
could very well be associated with each other and exist side by side. 
The «ITLER Youth leader was to bring no eonflicts of conscience what— 


soever to his adherents. Leave from duty was to be granted to HITLER 


Youth members fer relizicus services, rites and such. 
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Whoever gives such instructions to his coputy and ropeats thom over again, 
can claim that he will not bo judged as an cnony of the church and as an 
enomy of roligious lifo. By tho way, it is intoresting in this connection, 


what such » reliablo judge as Noville Mcndorson wrote in his oft-quotod 


pook Failuro of a Mission about a speech which ho heard from the lips of 


—_—-_ 





Schirach st the 1937 Reich Party Rally (Document Book v. Schirach No. 93, 
page 149): Hondorson, who es anbassodor in Berlin, imew intimatcly the 
Gorman conditions ovidently expected thet Balcdur v. Schirach would spoak 
ageinst the church at the deich Party Rally anc would influonce the youth 
in tho spirit of onmity to tho church, 98 was sfton hoerd from the etrer 
loaders of tho Party. 

Hondcrson writes: "On this day it was Schirach's spoach which inpressee 
mo most, although it was quite short. A part of this spooch surprised 

me, when hoaddrossing himself to the youth, said: "I do not know whother 
you aro Protostants or Catholics, but I do know thet you Dolicve in God", 
and Hondorson eddod: "Formorly I had the improssion that 911 connections 
with woon rcoligion wore abolished within tho Hitlor Youth, but theso 
expositions by Schirech anyoar to rofute ny assumption." 

How Schirech really did think with rogeard to religion and in what sonsec 

he influonced the youth, is provod not only by his doclarstion of opinion 
which he oxprossed incidentally once in his spooch to the toechcrs of the 
Adolf-Hitlcr Schools eat Ordousburg Sonthofon, thet Christ wos tho groatcst 
loading personality of the world, but also similarly the small book submitted 


to you, ontitled Christmas Gift of War Wolfaro Sorvice; this book, 








which was scent to the front in lergo cditions, wes dodicated by Schirach 
to the front soldiors who came forth fron tho Hitler Youth in 1944, thus 
at a time whon radicalisu in all districts of Garmany could not be carricd 


too far. 
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Hore also SCHIRACH was an exceptions you will find no swestika, 

no picture of Hitler, nor an SA-song in the book of Reich Leader 
vVeSCHIRACH, but among other things an avowed Christian poen 

from SCHIRACH's own pen, next a picture of a Madonna, beside it 

a r production of van Gogh who, eas is generally known, was 
strictly proscribed in the 3rd Reich. Instead of inflammatory words, 
we find an exhortation to a Christian way of thinkine end a copy 
of the "Wossebrunner Gebet", the most remarkable prayer in the 
Gorrian lancuage, as everyone knows, 

sormann was enraged whon he saw the little bork, but SCHISACH 
remeined firn end refused to withdraw the little book or alter 

it in any way. 

The defendent v. SCHIRACT has now been charged with heaving once 
undorteken 2 hostile ection against the Church and with having 
thereby taken part in the persecution of the Church: from a letter 
of liimistor LAMIERS of 1% March 1911 ( R146) it eppears that 


. 


SCHIRACH proposed to keep confiscated property at the disposal of 
the districts ( Gau), and not to hand it over to the Reich, this 
case alone is no justificstion at all for connecting the defendant 
ve. SCHIRACH in some woy or other with the persecution of the Church. 
In the ease mentiened by tho Prosecution, it dees not concern 
Church property at all, but con“iscated property of = frrince 
SCOWARZSNSERG in his Vienna p-lace; this siffeir therefore 

had nothing to do with the Church; this is also confirmed unecuivocelly 
by Minister LAWER's letter of 11 iferch 1941 (R146), which mentions 
only a "confiscation of property hostile to the people and the 
Stete", whereas BORMANN's far reachin> personel intention becomes 


appsrent, snc betrays its hostile tendency towards the Church, 


when SORMANN speaks about "Church propertics, (ilonesterisl 


possessions end so forth)" in his eccompanying letter of 20 March 
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1941, referring to this case. Moreover, the confiscetion of 

rrince SCM/ARZENBERG's property has not been ceused, pronounced 

nor carried out by SCHIRACH. SCHIRACE had nothing to do with the 
confiscation as such; SCHIRACH, however, sgreeing with the other 
Geuleiter of the Austrian NSDAP -nd at their request, personally then 


applied to HITLER and requested that such confiscated 
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property should not be taken to the Reich and not be used on behalf of 
the Reich, but that it should remain in Vienna. This proposal was crowned 
with successe HITLER complicd with his request, the result being that, 
when the wnfiscation was reseinded later on, the property could be 
returned to its lezitimate ovmer whereas it would othcrsvise have been 
lost to him. By acting thus, SCHIRACH no doubt rendered a service to the 
Vienna Gau and to that person who was the ormer of the scized propertye 
This ecse therefore cannot be chorzcd to the defendant ve SCHIu.CH, on 
the contrary, it speaks in his favour just as in the other e*se wherd, 
whilst circumventinz BSRIMANN, he intervened on behclf cf Austrian guns 
and as a result obtained that the whole project of confiscating Church 
and Monastcry property was discontinued in one day in the whole of the 
Reich by a direct order of HITIER .( Compare transcript pages 10 171 anc 

10 172 ) If, however, the Prosecution intends to reproach the defendant 
with the fact that the Vienna 4uthorities, subordinate to hin, intended 

to remove an Adolf HITLER School into the Monastcry of Neuburz in 1941 

( see paze 10 223 et sege and Doce Noe 3927 PS ), it ust on the other 
hand be pointed out that, even prior to the requisitioning of this 
monastory, entirely endependent of SCHIRACH, the Vienna Police and several 
Vienna Courts had establishcd the occurrence of considerable criminal 
offences in this monastery; furthermore that the confiscation of part of 
the monastery seemed entirely justified to the defendant SCI IRACH, as 

he very spa¢ious rooms of this. rcligious est :blishment were not rcquired 
for monastery purposese It mst finelly be pointed out that the monastery 
did not complain to the Reich Minister of the Intcriar, of the decision 

to. confiscaotc, and therefore recoznized the confiscation as just, although 
it hed been expressly informed in the confiscation decree of the possibilit 
of lodzginz a complainte Moreover, the confiscated rooms were afterwords 
not used for the esteblishment of an Adolf HITLER school, but for the 


purpose of the Museum of Historical Art, thusfor no Party establishment, 


which azgain 
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testifies to the fact that the confiscetion decree hed in no way been 
rescinded through SC=IRaC='s aostile attitude towerds the Church. for, 
had it been of importance to SC-IRs#C-, to injure the wonastery, it 

peing an Ecclesiastical Institution, he would also heve confiscated the 
rooms used for religious cerejonies. «=e, nowever, strictly forbade their 
confiscation. after all, when epprecieting this case, attention snould 
be paid to the fect thet the justification of the Confiscation Decree 

of 22 bebruary 1941 hed one remerkeble reservetion, the decree restricts 
itself to justifying the confiscation by tne fact thet on the one dand 
Vienne badly needed rooms end on the other the confisceted rooms were 
superfluous for the purposes of the uonestery; not ea single word 
mentions or even suggests thet criuinel offences ned been established 

in the monastery, as uentioned in a Police report of 23 Jenuery 1941. 

If this confiscation hed been the result of 2 hostile attitude to tie 
Church, we could have been sure thet somehow or other reference would 
have been wede to these offences for justificetion of the confiscation. 
at SCnITRaCa's instigetion, a monthly rent was peid for it to the clergy 
wo hed occupied soiie of the confiscated rooms, for which rent tuere 
existed no politicel obligetion wnatever. 

Defendant ve. SC:IRaC.'s further behavior does not reves] et all a hostile 
attitude towerds the Church, perticularly, if one considers, whilst 
appreciating tais behavior, thet during these years a Reich Leeder was 
also ‘under strong pressure by the Reich Chancellory end by BORMAN and 
that 2 considerable anount of courege was necesssry to resist this 
pressure snd carry on a policy in opposition to the Berlin policy. The 
witness WIESsOj2R of Vienna who had the opportunity of watching SC:TRaCs's 
activities, confirmed thet SC-IRaCn in Vienne elso strove to esteblish 


correct relations with the Church, that he wes elways willing to listen 


to Cardinal INSITZER's compleints, end took 
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severe measures acainst the excesses of individual members of the 
Sithér Youth or “itler Youth Loaders. In Vienna, he thus carricd 
out a policy towards the Church quite different from that which his 
predecessor had fovered, and it is beyond doubt that tho Zalcsiast- 
Zeal circles in Vienna and the whole of the Vienna populstion 
appreeiated SCHIRACH's attitude towards the Church. This is also 
confirmed by the witness Gustav SOUPKE’ (Pr-e 10331 of the Transcript) 
who, by order of SCUIRACE,hcld reeular conferénees with a Viconnna 
theologian, Deknn Prof. Ens, to be able to inform the defendant 
SO<IRACH of the elerienl wishes and the diffcrences which had arisen 
with Beclesiastieal authoritics, SOUIRAG? coulc not do anything more 
in the preveiling political circumstances, "s thev are described in 
the Affidavit of Marie HOEPKEY, Document Book v. SCHIRAG™ oe 3, 
Figurcs 5, 10 and 11, if he @id not wish to exposc himself to the 
most serious danger, 
6. ‘the Frosecution has connected the defendant with concentration camps, 
not in the bill of indictment but during the presentation of evidence, 
and the witness Alois ‘OFLLRIEGZL questioned here (pare 1911 of the 
Transcript), was asked in the witness - Dox, whether SCHIRACT had 
ever Decn in MAUTAAUSEN concentration camp. To this I should like 
to romark: The defendant SCIRAC™ already mentioned his visit to 
MAUT AUSET in his own examination bv the American Prosecution before 
the beginning of the trinl; it would, therefore, not have been 
necessary to have this visit testified to ngain bv the witness 
NOZLLRIEGEL, Me visited the VMAUT AUSEI concentrotion camp in the year 
1942 not in 1944, as the witness MARSALZEK erroneously stated: the 
exact year 1942 has been confirmed by the witness HOELLEIT.GEL, 
and in the some way also by the witness ORP KEN and WIESNOFER, from 
whom we heard that neither aftor 1942, nor at any other time, did 
SOIRACH visit concentration camps. The visit to MAUTHAUSEY in 1942 
cannot char.ze the defendant SCHIRAC™ in this sense with havine known, 


MJproved and supported all the conditions and atrocities in concontra- 


tion camps. 
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In 1942 he sew nothing in MAUTHAUSEN which nicht have indicated 
such crines. There still were no gasovens ond such at MAUTHAUSHN 
in 1942. At that tine mess - executionsdid not take place as set 
at lAUTHAUSEN. The statements of the defendant von SCHIRACH 
concerning his impression of this camp appear to be plansible, on 
the whole, beceuse through the testimony of nuncrous witnesses, who 
have been heard during the course of this trial, it has been 
confirmed acein end again that on the ocession of such official 
visits, which hed been anounced, proviously , everything was care- 
fully prepered in order to whow to the visitors only that which 
did not feer the licht of day.listreatments and tortures were 

ecnczaled durinz such officiel visits in the seme menner sv grbitrisry 
executions or cruel experiments. This was the case at MAUTHAUSEN 
in 1942 and also at DACHAU in 1935, where SCHIRACH and the other 
visitors were shown only orderly conditions. Conditions, which 
at 2 superficiel zlance sppeared to be almost bettor than in 
some ordinary orisons. As » result, SCHIRACH only knew that since 
1933 there were several concentration camps in which, in his 
opinion, incorrigiole habitual criminels were confined. Howcver 
even today, SCHIRACH still cannot believe that the mere knowledee 
of the existence of concentretion camps in itsclf is already a 
crime, since he at no time had done anythinz whatsoever to pronote 
concentration camps, never has expressed his epprovel of this 
arrangement, never has sent an 


9 W yuld 
and since he ©180/never have been able to make any changes in this 


rbody to a concentration camp, 





institution or to vrevent the existence of concentration camps. 
SCHIRACH's influence was alwe,7s too smell for thet. To begin 
with, as Reich Youth Leader he of course had nothing to do with 


concentration cesrps, and it wes lucky for SCHIRACH thet in his 


entire VIENNA district there was not a sinzle concentration camp. 
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His entire relations with concentration camps were therefore limited, 

to attempt again and again to have people relcased from the concentration 
camps, and it is significant, after all, that he used his presence in the 
concentration camp Mauthausen = the one and only time hc was there < to 

use his influence for Viennese citizens who were imprisoned in Mauthausen, 
and to obtain their release. 

bea I do not want to zo any more into many @etails which have played 

a. larzer or smaller part in the presentatiory of evidence of the ease 
SCHInuCHe In the interest of savinz time I shall not deal xore specifically 
with the allezed conpeaticn of SCHIRACH with ROSENBERS or STREICHER, 

nor into his allezed collaboration with the prozram for slave workers 

about which not even the slightest cooperntion of the defendant. could 

be proven, nor into a telephone conversation which allezcdly had been 

made by one of the Viennese officials with a SS - Colonel (SS-Standerten- 
fuchrer ) about the compulsory work of the Jews, nor into the Adolf HITLER 
Schools which were founded by SCHIRACH, nor into the fifth colum which 
som@how was connectcd with the HIVLER Youth, about which nothing definite 
could be charzed to the defcondent. I shall no lonzer dwell either on the 
repeated attempts of the defendant SCHIRACH and his friend Dr. Colin RO3S 
for peace and neither shall I discuss the merits of the defendant concernin: 
the evacuation of children to the rural areas, which took millions of 
children from bombendanzcred districts during the war into more quict 
zones and which thus saved their lives and healthe 

The defendant von SCHIRACH has already talked about all these affairs in 


details himself, and I should therefore like to refer to his om st-tements. 


I shall discuss only one more problem here, namely SCHIRACH's position 


and attitude concerning the Jewish question, 
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Schirach hes sedmitted here on the witnoss stend th=t he has beon 
e convinced N tional Socislist snd thus -1lso °n enti-Semite from 
his carliest youth. He has *lso mde cloar to us whet he 
understond by enti-somitism during those yesrs: He thought of the 
exclusivn of the Jeys from civil servico and of the linitation 

of Jewish influence in cuiturel life anc perhaps easec In economic 
life, up to e cortrin extent. But thet was ell which in his 
opinion should be undertskoen eg: inst the Jows, end this was 

in eccord’nes with tho sugccstion "which ho hed -lre dy mace as 
loedor of the students! orgenizetion for the intreduction of a 
0 te, (see n-go 10,143). Tho defendent's deroce concerning the 
tro tmont of Jowish youth is, for oxemple, plso importent for 

his attitude (D-cument bo’ Schirech N ,. 136), whore ho oxpressly 
orders th«t the Jewish youth orgenizetions should h»vo tho right 
ena tho possibility to preectice freely witnin :neir framcwork; 
thoy wore not to bo disturbed in theiy own iijfo. "In tho youth 
(44 scys thore) the Jewish community shell alro-dy todey tako 
thet sceludod and in itself unrostreinoed spociel position which 
=% somo timo the ontire Jewish community will. reecive jin the 
Gormen St* te «nd in the Garm=n econony Otviowsly Schirech wes 
not at rll thinking »bout Laepmwmz.nov © dour Lieody persecution 
of Jows end such ho rether belioved st thee time that tao antie~ 
sonitic movene y hes *lro dy resched its aia by the enti -- Jowish 
lecisletive messures of the years 1943/34; with this ho believed 
the Jowish influomee to bo removed, as fer -s it seemed unhealtly 
to him. He was therefore surprised and sorionsly perplexed whon 
the Nuernberg Lews ' were issuod in 1935 which expr: ssod » complote 
oxclusion of the Jowish populetion end cerried it out with 
berboric severity. Schirech hes in no way taken part in the 


plenning of these lews; he hes nothinewhatsoover to do with thoir 


eontont end their formul*tion (compere transeript pégo 10,142). 


Whon ho heard on 10 November 1938 about the prearam ageinst the 


Jows an@ sbout the brutel oxeesses which were staged by Goebdbols and 
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beerme Imown throughout tho entire yout (compere page 1f, 142 )e. We 
heve heard from the witness LAUTORBACHER (nee 10, 302), how Schirsch 
reastac to the renort of these oxcessest He imnedistedy e=lled his 
assistents together -ncd geve them the strictcost orders thet the Hitlor 
Youth hec to be kent out of such sections undor ell cireumst-ncese In this 
sonse he also hed the officers of the Hitlor Youth in all Gormen citics 
notified by tolephone, and he warned evory non-commissixnod officor that 
ho wouls. hold him personally responsible, if eny excesses should ocecur 


in tho Hitlor Youth, 


Sut ovon efter November 1935, Schirach never thought of the possibility 
thet fitlor wes thinking ebout the oxtorminetion of the Jows. He rather 
only hoard about it th>t the Jows should be evacuated from Germeny into other 
ststos, thet they should be trensrorted to rolend, end that thoy should 
be sotticd ther at worst in ghottcs, but probably in * closod scttlonont 
ercee Whaon Schirach reecivod in July 1940 Hitlor's order to take over the 
Geu Vienna, Hitler himself also talked to him slong the same lincs, namely 
that ho would have the Jews brought from Vionne into the Generel Government; 
anc. even todey Schirach hes no doubt thet Hitler himsolf was not thinking 
adout the so-called "finel solution" of the Jowish uestion at thet tine 
(13:0), We leern from the HOSSBACH minutes and other evidencé of these 
triels thet Hitler was planning the eveeuation to rolend «lready in 1937, 
but that he decided on the exterminetion of the Jewish people only in the 


yoar 1941 or 1942, (compere with it page 10,147 et so). 


Schirech had nothing to do at ell. with tho ovecuation of tho Jovs 
from Vienne: the execution of this measure was oxclusively in the hands 
of the Reich Security Mein Office (RSHA) and the Vienna office of this 
agoney, end it 4s know thet tho Vienna SS Licutonent (SS-Sturmfuchor) 


DR. BRUITNER has in the ™eentime boon santenced to death because of ite 


The only report which Schirach received end carried out concerning 
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the Vionnose Jows, wes to roport to Hitlor in 1940, how meny Jows thoro 
wore still loft in Vionna, «nd ho g-vo this roport in a latter of 
December 1940, where he eve the figure of tho Viennoso Jows for 1920 ag 
being 60,000, As it is known, Ministor LAMMURS enswored this lottor 

by tho defond-nt Schirsch with » lottor, detod 3 Decombor 1940 (¥S 1950), 
which shows with all cl-rity thet it wes not Schirech who ardorcd tho 
cvacution of the Vionnose Jows int~ tho Generel Govornnont, but Hitlor 
himsolf, snd thet it wes not Schirsch, cithor, who carriod cut this 
he-suro, but tho Roichsfuchror - SS Ninmlee who dclese.tod his Vienna 
office with this tesk. It therefore has to be steted here e-togoriceally 
that Schirach is in no way responsible for the deporte tion of the Jows 
from Vicnnag he did not oxecute this «ction and he dia not start its 
whon he erme to Vionnr. in the sumnor of 1940 as Gruloitor, tho l.rge 


part of the Viennese Jows hod alro-dy voluntarily omigr-tod or had 


by the cofondant Seyss-In u-rte The remaining 60,000 Jows who 

wore still there at the beginning of Schirsch's time in Vienna wore 
deported from thero by the SS, without his perticipetion snd without 

his rosponsibility. In spite of it, Schir ch hold: the woll-lmnowm 
Viennoso speoch of Sentombor 1942 (No, 3046 PS) in which ho strtod 

that every Jow working in Durcpo wes » aenger for Burcposan culturo; 
Schir-ch furthermore srid in this spoech: If one wented to meio ropros ches 
to hin now that ho had conorted 10,000 rnd moro Jews into tho Lestorn 
ghetto frem this city which hed once been tho metropolis of Judaism, then 
he herd to answor: "lle considors thet as sn ctivo contribution to 
Guropenan cukture." Schirach hes openly “nd couragiously -dnitted thet he 
actunlly oxpressod himsclf in this sense et thet time, end ho has strtod 
hore romorsely: "I ernnot teke beek this wickod word, I must take tho 


responsibility for it, I snoke this word which I sincerely rogrct. 


(pngo 10,152), 
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generation who thought in worldwide terms, whose feelings were humane end 
wio felt thenselves wore and more bound to taose perceptions of true morality 
which -ITLER aed long ago thrown aiavbonta for himself and his leedersip 

of the nation beceuse they were no longer concepts of true morality 

but mere slogans of a weeningless propeganda., ‘tunis feeling might heve 

been a deeper reason for -ITLER to discuss SCalRaCa as Youth Leader suddenly 
in the swaner of 1940, without eny word of explanation, and send him to 
Tienna es Gauleiter, ea most difficult position in the city he (<ITLER) hated 
fron the bottom of nis heart, even whilst he spoke of nis “austrian Father- 
lend". In Vienna SC-IRACa's position was extremely coupliceted. Wherever he 
went ho was shedowed 2nd spied upon, his edministretive ectivity tncre was 
sharply criticised, he wes reproached for not looking efter tie interests 

of the Perty in Vienna for hardly ever essisting 2% Perty acctings and for 
not weking any public speech (compere affidevit Maria sOSPAn, Document 

book SC.IRACs vo. 3, figures 9 ~- 11). The Berlin Party Chancellery reccived 
s the Vienne Perty uelbers mede ebout their new Gaulciter 
isfection ond this fect elone might explein the unfortunate speech 


SC-Ik:Ci mede in September 1942, which was dienetricslly opposed to the 
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attitude he had always ueinteined to tne Jewish question, at 
interrogation of the witness Gustav «OPKin ( Pexe 10 335), there can be 
no doubt as to how the Vienna Speeca usd cone aoout, for it indicates 
that SC=IRAC: had then expressly commissioned his press agent Guenther 
KaAUIJAIN to emphasize this perticuler point when telephoning ais fre 
of the Vienna speeca to the German News Agency, "because fhe hed to make 
© concession to BORMANN in this respect", a point stressed by S0.1HaAv- 
nduself in the course of his interrogation with the words "out of false 


loyelty he hed morally identified himself with these acts of al/LER end 


ZIMMLER". (Pege 10152). 
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Shouta@ the Tribunal see in these wrds a legally punishable crine 
minst humanity; SCHIRACH must make atonement for this single 
anti-semitic remark which could be proved against hiu, though they 
merely remained words and did not result in any harnful efterueath. 
SCHIRACH's attitude here does not exempt the Tribunal from its duty 
to verify carefully what SCHIRACH has really done, furtheriiore under 
what circwastances ho uade this rouwrk, and finally whether SCHIRaCH 
had also made any other spiteful remarks agrinst the Jews, or committed 
any malicious actions against Jewry as a whole. 
The foremost question is: what has SCHIRACH really cone’ The reply 
to it as arising from the results of these proceedings cen only be: 
apart from the fact that he made some isoloted anti-senitic reuarks in 
September 1942, he has not committed any crine against the Jews. He 
had no competence in the question of the deportation of the Vionna 
Jews, he did not participate in it at all, end having too little power 
he could not prevent then altogether. It is just as the orosecution 
incidentally steted (page 2645 pf the Gernan trenscript): He boast- 
fully attributed to himself an ection which in reality he h-d never 
comiitted, and in viow of his entire attitude could never have ane. 
Wheat, however prompted SCHIAACH to make this renerk? How did 
he co.ic to attribite an incident to hizcself and incrininate hinself 
for an activity which he hed never committed? The answer is ¢iven 
by the results of the evidence: It demonstrates how very difficult 
® position SCHIRACH had in VIENNA; without siving any reason, HITLER 
dismissec hin as Roich Sport Lender, presumably because he no longer 
trusted him. From one year to an>vther HITLER's fear wes growing that 
the more youth stood behind SCHIRACH, the more they would be 


alicnatec from hin (HITLER),the more the black well of his SS wes 


separating hin fron his people 
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This malicious speech which SCHIRACH meade in September 1942 is,how- 
ever, in another sense 2 very valuable point in favour of SCHIRACH: 

in the course thereof SCHIRACH speaks of o "Transfer of the Jews to the 
Ghett: of the East", Hnad SCHI«xsCH known at that tine that the Vicnna 
Jows were t> be sont awiy in orcer be murdered in an extornination 
enup, without doubt - in view of the purpose of this specch — he wiuld 
not have spoken of an Eastern Ghetto, to which the Jows had been sent, 
but he wuld have reported the extermnination.:f the Vienna Jewss but 
even at that time, in the fall -£ 1942, he never had the slichtest idea, 
that HITLER wanted to kill the Jows. That he would never herve 
approved of and never accepted, his anti-Senitisn had »t no tine gone 
so for, 

SCHIRCH has also frankly steted here that he had at that tine 
approved 2f HITLER's plan for a Jewish settle-ent in P:lend, not 
inspired by anti-Sonitisn or hetred of the Jews, but by the roasonrble 
econsicorntion, that with regard to actual conditions, it would have 


been in the own interests of the Jews t> leave Vienna for Poleni, 





bec»use the Jows c.uld not in the long run have been able to stay in 
Vienna for the Guretion of the “itler-rogi.e, but would have always 
been exnosed to seriojus persecuti-n; as SCdlaaCH declared on 24 May 
1946 (Page 10147) "eonsiderines GOUBBELS! temperanen?t” it always 

Scene. possible that incidents, like thase of Novaber 1930, coulda 

be evoked in one night, end under such conditione °f legal unsocurity 
tre existence of the Jewish population in Gernaxry w.uld be uninasinable. 


7? }.3 


wrt that Jewry wuld be sefer in a restticted settlesont 





ar CF. 
2 the Goneral Governnent then in Germany endAustrie, where it weg 


expo fec $) the “whirs of the Propnge nda Ministor" who indeed had 


Deen the uiain supporter of the redical an¢-Senitism in Germany. 


(Paze 10 146), 
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SCHIRACH wns well awnre of this fact. He c wld nut shut his eyes 
t> the knowledce that the drive agninst tho Jews in Germeny daily 
becahe obviously nore drastic, core fanatic and so very uuch nore 
Violent, 
This conception of the Vienna specch 2f Septenber 1942 eni the true 
cause Of its feenesis, cvincide with the declareti.in of the Gefenannt 
SCHIR:CH nt the meeting of the Town Councillors of Vienne on 6 June 194 
(No 3886S), namely that in the lnte swicer and fell of this year all 
jews: would be expelled frou i is city, and likewise with the file 
note of the Reichsleader BOSMAMI of 2 October 1949 (USSR 142), 
aecording to which, at a socinl meeting at ~HITLER's home, SCHIRACH 
had renarked that he still had more than 50.900 Jows left in Vienna, 
which the Governor Genernl of Poland must take over from hin. This 
reuark finds its reasoning in SCHIRACH's enbarassing situation n+ 
that tine; HITLER, on the one hand pressed more and nore for the 
expulsion of the Jews from Vienne, the Governor General Dr. FRANK sn 
the otheyhand strove against the acceptance of the Vienna Jews in 
the General-Governzent. This disezreezent ws evidently the renson 
for SCHIRACH discussixe this frct at the nbove-sentioned meeting on 
2 Gatober 1940, in or.er to avoid renewed repruaches by the Fuchrer. 
He SCHIRACH personally was not interested in the slightest in tho 

was 
reioveal of the Vienna Jews, as/proveil by the testimony of the witness 
Gustav HOEPKEN (Compare report on page 10334'35) reearding the 
Ciscussion between SCHIRACH and HIMMLER in November 1943. But HITLER 
sjecnncded it and HIMMLER insisted on its execution. 
fie Prosceution has now thought it posstMe to reproach SCHIRACH with 
having sade another malicious snti-Senit:c reuark, nanely a specch 
wnich he supposedly made in lete Decenmr 1938 at a Student's Moctins 
at Heidelbere, Across the Necker Rivg he pointed to the old 
University town of Heidelberg, where severnl burned~sut synasocues 
were the Silent witnesses if the antl-Seuiitic activities of the students 
of Heidelberg and where the "little stout Reichstudents' leador" ~ as it 


is steted literally ~ is said to Anve by this incident approved and 


praised the anti-Jewish pogroms of 9 November 1938 as a heoric act, 
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This accus>ticn is supp: rted by the coclaraticn in lioa of oath of e 
cortein Grosor Ziomor (N-.2411 7S. US 679). Hewovor thomcen dbo no doubt, 
thet this ejnim °f Ziomer is false, Ziomor novor belenged to the 

student movement or the Hitler Youth, and obvously wes not porsonally 
present at the stucont assemily in sucstion; Tho avl2dcvit does not stete 
from what source he is supposed to heve «bteined his knowlocgo; howover, 
that his cleim is false, is already proven by his description of physicel 
appearance when he speaks of a "little, fot studont-lesder: for this doce 
not at sllapnly tc SCHIRACH; porhans it would to some oxtont apply to 

his succossor, who wes Roich Student “orcor #t the ond of 1533, but it 
cort-inly -es not SCHTRACH. As is known he hed alroady in 1934 givon 

the office of Reich Stucont Losder back ints tho hends cf tho Fuohror's 
dovaity, 2fter he himsolf head in tho meantime boon eppointed Reich Youth 
Leadore SCHIRACH aid not hold a specch at tho ond cf 1932 or at any othe: 
time before teidelborg students, end by the affid:vit of the witnoss 

Mrs. Marie Hoopkon v, SCHIRACH Document Book No. 3 it hes boon cloerly 
proven, thet at tho timo statod, from 9 Novombor 1933 until tho end 

of the yoar 1933, SCUIRACH wes not in Hoidelbors at all, SCHIRACH has 
also aR hes this under oath (“e¢ 10 111 ct soie 10 116) and his own 
stetonon/cen ley claim to credibility beceuse he hes not white washed 
anything for which he les responible, and ho hes not wrongfully denicd 
anything, but on the contrary has accounted for ell his actions liko 


a man end with lovo of the truth. 


Still another f-ct, decisively confirms that the claim of tho 
Ziemer affidevit 1s untruc, at any rate in regerd to the person of 
SCHIRACE, however, is still another fects In the presentation of 


evicenee it hapnened to be stated by chance, how SCEIRACH roacted 


to the November-progroms of the year 1955; 








The witnoss LAUTSASACHER (pee 10 302) hes informed us 


already mentioned on enother occasion, that 


had condoned mst vehemently the events of ¢ 


coll-borstors, end declered that he felt ashet 


the whole party. The 9 Nov 1938 would o down 
a unique gernen cultural disgrace $ We could 


clean of it; Such » thing could heave happened 


people but it should never have cecurred with 


io for the 
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wel 


RACH an 10 Nov 1938 
Nov 1938 before his 


othors and 


not wash ourselves 
with en uncivilized 


us Gernens who imagine 


hac 


-_—_ 


ourselves to be a hichly civilized pesple. The Youth Leader to 


prevent such excesses under any circumst°nces; of his own orgeni- 


gation he Gid not wish to hear anything like it, neitnror now nor 


in the future, Tho Hitler Youth must be kept outside such things 
under any circumstances. SCHIRACH then hed all the offices of the 
Hitler Youth informed by phone from Serlin in the sene sense. If 
SCHIRACH in November 1938 condemned and disowned in such en extroncly 
sharp menner the events of 9 Nov 1938, it is impossible, for hin to 


heve cclebrated at ebout the same time the bloody acts which had 


been committed and thus heve incited the HEIDELEERG stucents anc the 
question thorefore srises es to why «= sinzle perticipant of that 
student meeting in HSIDELBERG wes not broucht here ss e Witness, dut 


thet the Tribunel was setisfied instead with = witness who coulc only 


testify from hearsay. Uorenver, the represent>tive of the rrosccution 


dic not revert to this alleged HiIDEL3ERG speech, durin’ the cross 
exemination end thereby scknowledged SCHINACT's own presentation 


of the Acts es correct. 


It is also a very simnificant fact, that the Aitler Yruth cic neither 
participate in the excesses of 9 November 1938 nor cid they comilt 

any violence of such » kind cither before or afterwards. The Hitlor 
Youth was then the stronzest Party orgenization; 1t crxmprised sbout 


%7 —~ 8 nillion membersand in spite of that not one single cese has beon 





proved 











(Page 36 of orig.) 


ct 
Tr 
& 
‘3 
Y 
= 
fH. 
ct 
<< 


where the hitler Youth particip2zted in such crimes against 








although it's members wer mainly of an age, which accordins to ex 
perience is only too easily tempted to participate in excesses and 
acts of brutality. The only exception which has been claimed, concerns 
the testimony of the French woman Ida VASSEAU, who is said to hare 
been head of an Old People's liome in LEMBER: and who is suposed to 
have claimd, according to the report of the Comvission, USSR 6, 

‘that the Hitler Youth had becn fiven children from the Ghetto 

in L°MbikG whom they used as living tarects for their shooting practice" 
This sincle exception,however, which has becn claimed so far, could 
not 29e cleared up in any way, p-rticulerly not in the direction of 
whether merbérs of the Mitler Youth had really been involved. But 
even if there had been such a single caso amone the 8 mil’ ion membors 
during 10 or 15 years, this could not in anv way prove that Saldur 
von SC: IThACK had exercised an inciting influence, 


Let us at last cxamine all the speeches and articles which SCHIRACH 


wrote as Reich Youth Leatker and which are in the possession of the 
Trait 


ounal in the document ooky they extend over a long prriodof yo 


ps 
— 


yet they do not contain - word inciting to race hotred, preaching ha- 
tred of Jews or exhorting the youth to commit ects of violence or 
defending such ects. If it has be-n possible to keep the members of 
tae Litler Youth, who numbered millions, apert from such excess, it 
proves the fact that the leaders endeavoured to imbue the youth with 
the spirit of tolerance, love of his noighbour and respect of hu 
nity. 
ow SOMITRACH thought ahout the treatment of the Jewish question 

1s clearly evident from the scene which occurred in sprins 1942 on the 

OSDRSALZEERG (Page 10154 fz.) and which is also deseribed in the 


affidavit of the witness Maria HOEPKM! (Doc. book, v. SCHIRACH Wo. 3 


figure 5.) I refer to the scene where SCHIRAC's wife told HITLER 


in his home 








NN 


(Page 37 of original) 


how she had witnessed with her own eyes from e hotel-window in amsterdam, 
how the Gestapo had deported hundreds of Dutch Jewesses. SC-IRACH himself 
coulda not dare at the time to bring such matters to .ITLER's attention: a 
decree of EORiaN nad expressively prohibited this to the district leaders 
(Gauleiter). SC-IRACH therefore eereed with ais wife that the latter snould 
try to gain en improvement in the treatment of the Jewish question with =ITLIi 
She did not succeed in tais; -ITLER dismissed Frau von SC-IZ4C- vith the 
hersh words "these were sentimentalities", and Frau von SC.IRsCH did not 
understand anytuing about it. Because of this intervention on behalf of the 
Dutch Jews the situation of the defendant von SCUnIRaCr had peeoms so critical 
thet he preferred to leave the Obersalzberg iuediately in the early morning 
of the following day, end since thet time -=ITLER wes on principle no lonzer 


accessible to SCxIR«Ca. 


+ s eae ae . = ~~) > x . a. : a . 1 E ; . . ,. a a : 
“nis intervention of SC:IR«Cx for ea milder trectment of the Jewish question 


ui 


perhaps also contributed to the fact that sITLER, o few months later, in the 


~ " 12 . * ee — * or rm sh, on pe ey 
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brouzht before the People's Court, for the reason alone that SOAIRAC- had 


dered in a letter to Reichsleiter BORMAN to describe trae wer es a astional 


In any case all this shows that SCAIRAC- forcibly stood for moderation in the 


y 


Je i ~ ci sha " + oy) 7° i c on ie oa te 2 aK? " ate y | "toa ¢ 7 ale 5 ‘ Y 
JewisSi guestion, and that in a menner, wooreby ne endengered his own position 





and existence. In spite of the fact taat he wes an enti-Senite, - and it is 


just because of this that it deserves attention -— he witustood all pressure 


ct 
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from Berlin and refused to heve an anti-Semitic speciel edit published 
in the official journal of the -ITLER-Louth, waile he had published his own 
special editions for an understanding with En.lend aad for a more hunene 
treatient of the Bastern nations; it is no less worthy of consideration thet 


SO-TRaCn in conjunction with his friend Dr. Colin ROSS, strove for the 


emigration of the Jews into the neutral foreign countries (see pege 10 149) 


in order to seve them frou being deported to a Polisn Guetto. 
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7 The prosecution has now endeavoured to justify the accusation 


i ‘ 3 


of a certain share of the defendant von Schircch in the responsibility 
for the progroms acainst Jows which occurred in foiand and Russia, 


aAinst him the sokxcalled ff ‘a>0rts on practice and 


Labi ngia@ » quali ae oe | SS eer ome ee ee re eee 


by tryin; to use a 


situction" which were repulerly sent in by the 05 to the "Commissioner 


ee Se Oe ee 


for Defence of the Reich in Military Administrative District aVII" 

(cf. 3876 PS)e In fact it mst be said; I? Ochirach had at that 

time had cognizance of these resuler "Reports on practice and situation 
of the operational | Eroupe of the Security Police and the Security 

Service" in the East, then this would indeed cimail for him a grave 

moral and political charge; he could then not be sprred the reproach 

that he must have been aviare that, apart from the wilitery operations 


oo 
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the East, horribly crucl mass murders of Comaunists and Jews had 
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man", would be opscurced vory matcrially 2f von oehi. 
aan ar ? ee a oe nat & ae ee ey a hee = | ak’ Ren one ae i 
had seen and read these rc 0OPruS sy For he vould tocn have Known in 


Latvia and Lit! luanila, in shite Ruthenia and in Kiew » mass murder 


had taken place, and this quite obviously without any judicial 
procecdings of any kund and without scntcnec hoing passcd, 
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Ths reports referred to went, as to dozens of others off: 
also to that of the "Reich Commissioner in lilitary Administrative 


Ge 


? t 


District XVII" and morcover with the express direction "for atcention 


of Government Councillor (Regicrungerat) Dr. Hofmann" or "for 


= - AY “ . ‘5 “ dle , < . ewan etl ea Ve — oe P 
attention of Government Councillor (Rcgicrungsrat) Dr. Fischer", 
is ete - nde -a on eee eR Re ee ee 
From this st;rlc of addross and from the way in which these reports 


were initialled at the office of the "Commissioner for Defeonee of the 


Reich" it can be cstablished beyond. question that Ochirach did Hot 


¢ 


have an opportunity of sccing these reports, ond that he obtained no 


knowledge of them in any othcr way olther, 
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SCLIZACH, as is well-known, occuvied three extensive offices in Vienna: 

as Reichsstatthalter and heich Tefense Commissioner ho was the chief of 

the whole STATE administration, as Tord iiayor he was the head of the COMmUhaL 
administration, and as District Leader (Gauleiter) of Vienna, he was theo 

too of the local PAnTY—machine. It is now only natural that SCHIFACH could 
not fulfil all these three tasks by; himself, especially since in 1940 he 


had entered 


1) 


comletely different field of tasks, and first had to become 
accustomed to the work in the state as well as in the communal-administration. 
ue therefore had a permancnt deputy for each of his 3 tasks, anc this was 
for the affairs of the state administration, segierungsoresident 'T- DEL- 
BLUZGGS. Subject Dr. DELERUEGGE had to handle tho current effairs of tho 
state administration comletoly on uis own; SOnTiacs. oceuvied himself only 
with matters of the state administration with regard to such mattors, which 
were directed to him by his vermanc ~ deputy Dr. DELBLUDGGS in written 
form or about which Dr. DELBAUSGSE or one of the devartmental assistants 
reported to him orally. 
Vow, if this had been the caso wita rogard to the aforemontioned "Situation 
and Uxverionece-xevorts" ("Lage- und nrfahrungsberich eo") then this would 
have somehow been noted on the documents in quostion; on the Expericonce=- 

a 
and Situation-Revorts" submitted there is not/single note however, which 
shows that this report was submitted to tho dof2ndant von SorhIhaC. or that 
he was oriented about it. This can also be undorstood without further 
explanation; because after all, the exporiences which the police and the 
SD had eccumulated in the partisan-struggles in Poland and HKuss=a, wefe 
comletely inconsequential for the Vienna administration; therefore there 
was not the least cause to inform the defendant von SCLIRACH in any way 
who was very much overburdened anyway with administrative matters of all 


kinds, of these roports. 


This result not only dovends orimarily on the testimony under oath of 


the dofendent (Page 10 228 f.), but also on that of both witnesses 
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(OEPIER (Page 10 336 f.) and WIMHCTER (Page 10 366), who as Chicf of 

the "Contral Offico" and/or as adjutant of tho defendant were ablo to 
give the most exact information abdout the Vienna conditions. it is cer- 
tain that these "Exverience and Situation :coorts" nevor came into the 
distribution of the "Central Office" in Vienna, but only into the distri- 
bution of Regicrungspracsident Or. DELBKUEGSE, and that |.0HP!. ~ as Chicf 
of tho Central Office, as well as Vieshofer, as adjutant of the cefendant, 
likewise did not have any previous knowledge of these "Fc.erience and 


7) 


Situation xXevorts" but came to seve them for the first time here in the 
Court tioom during their questioning. 

In any case th: result is, as ha- sen »roven by the file notes which 

are on the documents, that SChIR«CH did not have any knowledge whatsoever 
of these reports, that he is not co-resvonsible for the atrocitics des- 
cribed thercin, and therefore cannot be criminally charg:d on account of 
these activity revorts. 

8. In order to jucgo the policy of SCiINaCi, his behavior during the 
last wooks in Yienna is also not without importance: for SChINACL it was 
only naturel not to carry out the various insane orders which came from 
Scrlin thon: he has turned the lynching-justice concorning enemy eviators 
which was ordered by 30.U‘aNi. far from himself, and likewise tho order to 
hang defcatists without ovitv, regardless whether they wore mon or women; 
his summary court has never even been in session, his summary court has 
not vronounced a single death sentence, NO BLOOD STICZS TO aIS “aANDS. 

On the contrary, he has done everything, for oxample, in order to brotcct 
enemy aviators who had made an c~. rgency landing, from the excitcod mob, 
and he has, as we have heard from ¢ha witness WIESHOFER, for oxample 
(transctipt Page 10 356) immediately sent out his own motor vehicle, 


in order to bring American aviators who had parachuted, into safcty; 


thereby he again placed himself in conscious contrast to en order of 


BOAWANIT, that such 
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eviators were not to be erotected from lynching acts of the civilian 
voouvlation. He also did not var any attention to the order that Vienna 
was to be defended TO ThE LaST MAU, or that in Vienne, bridges and 
churenes and residential sectiors were to be destroyed, and he abruotly 
rofused the order to form PaRTISa. UNITS in civilian clothing or to con- 
tinus the khoveless struggle in © :riminal manner with the aid of the 
"WIAETOLE"; ho refused such demards from his sense of duty, es Pecially 
since this would heave caused him to violate intcrnational law (comare 
nere Transcrivt Page 10 343 f. and 10 355 f.) 

Ye The Dicture of the character of the defsndant von SC Its#0n would be 
incomolote, if we did not recal’ 2t this moment in addition the declaration 


woica he deposed here in the morning of 34 May 1946. I am s%caking of thst 


jeclaration in which he has described HITLEX as a MILLIO_ FOLD MURDER, 








nere before the whole German Ppeoole and before the whols worl. public. 
oC.IiACh has alrcoady in the past year made declarations which show his 
YUSLILG OF RSSPONSIBILITY and his preparedness to answer for his actions 
ALD TLOSS OF EIS SUBOADILATES tc the full extent. This was the case 


on 5 June 1945, for examole, whe.. he was hiding in Tyrol 
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the radio that all Party lesdor: ere to be broveht before an allicd court. 


+ 


oC. TiaAGr. as a result of this revorted himself immediately and in his 
letter to the American local commander stated he was Coing this in order 
to DUrevent others boing made to account for his actions, who had only 
executed his orders} he surrendered voluntéerily, élthough the onglish 


recio hea elready announced the news of his death, and although So T-ACn 


could have hoped to remain in his hiding-vlace undiscov2red. This manne 


i+ 


of action deserves consideration in judging the personality of a defen- 


dant and in estimating his guilt. 
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The same love of responsibility was then shown by SCHIR4CH in the 
autum of 1945 as he was heard by the Prosecutions he believed then 

that his successor AXMANN had fallens in spite of this, SCHIRACH did - 
not attempt to pass his responsibility on to his successors on the 
contrary, he expressly stated that he assumed full responsibility also 
for the time of his sucecssor, as well as for what had been done under 
his successor in the Reich Youth Leadership. The keystone in this line is 
now fashioned by the statement which SCHIRACH made here on May 2uth, 191.6 
and which went out of this room into the wide world, into all the German 
lands up to the last far2, up to the last workrinn's hovel.s 


Any man may err, he may even make mistakes that he later may not 


*e 


} , 


himself understand; SCHIRACH also has erred; he has brouzht up the youtn 

for a man whom he for many years held as wmiipeachable and whom he must 

now brand as a A@iabclical criminal; in his idealism and out of loyalty he 

rem-ined faithful avd true to his oath to a man who deccived and cheated 

him end the German youth and who, as we learned here from “PEER, up to his 
| ’ 5 


last breath placed his ow interests hizher than the existence and th 


2) 


happiness of 80 million pooplee 

SCHIRACH is perhaps the one defendant who not only clearly realized 
his mistakes, - which you may judze whichever way you like, =~ but who 
confessed them most honestly and @ko throuzh his plain speaking prevented 
ercation of a levzend in the futuree Such 2 defendant must be siven the 
bonefit of his tryinz to repair as far as lies within his possibilitics 
the damave which in zood faith he has. causeds 

SCHIRACH has tricd to do thats he took pains to open the eyes of 
our people about the "Fuechror", in whom, together with millions of 
Gerrans he saw, through many years, the deliverer of the Fatherland and 


the guarantor of its futuree The former leader of the Reich youth wanted 


before any thing else 
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to tell the GERMs«N YOUTH openly that so far, quite unknowingly and 
with the best intentions, he had led them astray, and thet now 
they must take another direction, if the German people and the 
German culture were not to perish. In this, SCHIRaCH did not 
think of himself; he was thinking of the youth of today, which 

not only is facing the ruins of our citics and dwellings, but 

is also wandering abou’ among the wreckage of its former ideal ls; 
he was thinking of the German youth, which is in dire need of 2 


new orientation and which must base its future existence on another 


foundation, SCHIRACH hopes that the entire Gorman youth has hesrd his 


words, hot was particulcrly valuable in his confession of May 
2th 1946 was his assurance that he alone bore the guilt for the 
young people, just as he formerly bore the command over them, 

If this point of vicw is acknowledged as being right, and if the 
necesssry conclusions are drewn therefrom, the result would be 
for our German youth 2 valuablic outcome of these trials, 

My time is getting shorts; thercfore I. wish to come to the end of 
my considerations of the case of Baldur von SCHIR.ACH. 

You are the highest tribunal of our times; tne power of the 
whole world stands back of yous you represcont the four mightic st 
nations on carth; hundreds of millions of mon, not only in the 
defeated countries, but also in the victorious nations listen to 
your opinions snd anxiously await your judgment, 

This high authority gives you the possibility of doin 


through your verdict and its found: vElons, in order that out of 


mon Z ; qd 
low ars ft Luli 


today's disaster the way to a better ak ae 7 the benefit of 
your own people and for the blessing of the German people, 

Today Germany lies on the ground, a poor people, the poorest of 
alls: the German cities ere destroyed; the German industry is 
smashed to pieces; on the shoulders of the German pcople rests a 
notional debt representing many times the whole national wealth 


ond which means want and poverty, hunger and slavery for many 


generations of the German people, if your people do not help us, 
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from you a verdict which will open the way for = reconstruction of 


Gorman economy, of the German heart and true freedom. 


You are independant judges not bound by an written law, pledged 


to serve your conscience only, and called by destiny to sivo to theo 


world. legal order which will preserve for future generations tht 
pence which the past wes unrble to prescrve for them, A well - known 
Aenocrat of the old Gornmany said. this in a recent article on tho 
Tucrnverz Trials In a monarchist state justice would be administered 
in the nnmo of the Kines in Repuwslic Courts would pronounce their 
rulin«-s in the name of the people but you, the Nucrnbéerg Tribinal, 
vou should administer justice in the name of humanity. 

It is, indeed, » wonderful thought for the Court, an ideal 
m, if it covld believe thet is verdict could ronlize the commands 
of humanity and thet for all tics: it could prevent crimes sfainst 
humanity. But in certain respects this would still remain en unstonady 


~ 


founcntion for vour verdict. Because ideas on whet humenity demands 
or prohibits in individual cascs may vrrv, depending upen th cpock 
the people, the attitude of the prrty accordins to which onc jucecs. 

I believe you may find a reliable foundation for vour verdict 
when you revept to the phrase already coined by the ancicnt homens, 
the phrase which oncured througlout centuries and which certainly 
will, still remain valid in ares *> comes 

Jus titin est fundamenatus recnorums 


Pronounce a judgment hreiled not only by the victor nations of today 


as the lest victory over Germany, but which history also will recos 


just; pronounce your verdict in the nemc of justice 


- 





